I. Introduction
At the outset it must be emphasised that all courts 1 in Slovenia and a number of state organs are bound to apply international law according to Slovene national law. 2 However, the Constitutional Court of the Republic of Slovenia is the highest body of judicial power for the protection of constitutionality, legality, human rights and basic freedoms. 3 In this position, it plays the most prominent role regarding the relation between international law and the Slovene domestic legal order. Apart from other competencies assigned to it, the Constitutional Court provides for the formal interpretation of the Constitution and has the jurisdiction to review treaties.
The application of international law within the Slovene national law is regulated by the Constitution and may be examined by international and/or constitutional lawyers. In the discussion below, the relationship between international law and internal law will be analysed from the point of view of international law, taking into account the relevant case-law of the Slovene Constitutional Court. 
II. Theories on the Relationship between International and National Law

. Monism and Dualism
Speaking of the relationship between international law and national law, one cannot escape the leading legal theories relating to this interaction, namely the theories of monism and dualism. The advocates of monism 4 claim that international law and internal law constitute a uniform legal system that contains principles on resolving the conflicts between them. 5 In regard to monism, in the past the question was often raised whether the supremacy of internal law prevailed over international law or whether the latter prevailed over national law. Today, the theory on the primacy of internal law over international law seems more or less obsolete. 6 Indeed, it seems that the theory of the supremacy of international law over internal law has gained more support, especially in the field of the international protection of human rights. Diplomatic practice, international jurisprudence, and the increasing case-law of national courts acknowledge that despite the fact that states often violate international law, the latter cannot exist unless its supremacy over national law is affirmed. 7 Dualists 8 take the position that international law and internal law form two distinct, independent and separate legal systems. It seems that the dualist approach has more supporters in the theory of international law than the monist approach. Namely, the supporters of dualism claim that it better serves the practice of states and the factual use of international law. 9 However, the theory of dualism permits a common field of operation in which international
